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EZEKIEL AND LEVITICUS. 

By Pkof. H. G. Mitchell. 

Middletown, Conn. 

A work of no little importance in the discussion of tlie authorship of 
the Pentateuch has just appeared in Germany, viz : ' '■Leviticus xvii-xxvi 
and EzekieV by L. Horst. 

The author belongs to the school of Reuss, Graf and "Wellhausen. 
He was led to discuss the question that he has treated by a difference of 
opinion among the destructive critics concerning the authorship of the 
portion of Leviticus above mentioned. Graf, in view of the fact that 
these chapters differ materially from the rest of the book and closely 
resemble parts of the prophecy of Ezekiel, declared that Ezekiel was the 
author of both. Kayser and with certain limitations, Colenso, shared 
with him this opinion, but by others it was decidedly rejected. Reuss, 
Smend and Wellhausen consider these laws later than Ezekiel, and influ- 
enced by him, in short a connecting link between him and the ceremonial 
code. The work of Licentiate Horst is divided into two parts. The first 
and larger division deals with Lev. xvii-xxvi in itself considered. These 
chapters are carefully dissected and the authorship of their various parts 
investigated. This process brings the author to the conclusion that the 
portion of Holy Writ under investigation cgn not be the work of the 
Elohist, though there are parts of it that are genuinely Elohistic. It fol- 
lows, therefore, that this collection of laws was by the editor interspersed 
with Elohistic fragments, not asDillman holds, recast by the Elohist him- 
self. The author of Lev. xvii-xxvi is, moreover, the author of xi, 1-23 
and 41-47 and perhaps a few other fragments of the same book. This 
"law of holiness", as Horst following Klosterman calls this part of Leviti- 
-cus, is most nearly related to the Book of the Covenant and Deuterono- 
my. It resembles the Book of the Covenant, both in form and content, 
though only the ideas run parallel ; on the contrary, in spite of numerous 
resemblances in ideas it is but rarely that its form is that of a parallel 
passage in Deuteronomy. Lev. xvii-xxvi, however, is later than Deu- 
teronomy, since much that in the former is treated as familiar appears in 
the latter as new and strange. Chapter xxvi furnishes a clew to the date 
of the entire code, since it represents the punishment of the people as yet 
future. The author, therefore, according to Horst, must have flourished in 
the very last period of the kingdom of Judah, in the reign of Jehoiachim, 
perhaps even in that of Zedekiah. He could hardly have written as he 
■does after the destruction of the heathen state had been accomplished. 
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The second part of the work treats of the relation of the law of holi- 
ness to Ezekiel, a question greatly complicated by the fact that, in spite 
of apparent resemblances, there are also important differences between 
it and the prophet's code of the future. This singular relation cannot be 
explained by making them the work of contemporary authors whether 
priority be given to the prophet or the law-giver. The two authors must 
then be considered identical, and Ezekiel be regarded as the author of 
JjCv. xvii-xxvi in the sense that he collected the separate precepts of 
which it is composed, and clothed them in the peculiar dress in which 
they now appear. The argument closes with these words : "Ezekiel wa» 
therefore, when he wrote his code of the future, quite naturally led to 
change much in his earlier code. In the first place, according to the pre- 
vailing custom, and probably because he found them so represented, he 
placed the precepts that he collected in the mouth of Moses ; latere 
when he composed a new code for his land and people, he placed him- 
self, as a prophet, under the direct influence of Jehovah. He thus be- 
comes author in the fullest sense of the word, instead of the editor which 
he had been. This is perhaps the natural solution of the problem largely 
involved in the criticism of the Pentateuch." 

The results which Horst professes to have attained, while they con- 
tradict the views of conservative theologians, may be contemplated by 
them with a certain satisfaction, since they really weaken the radical 
position. The "newer" critics have insisted upon a development of cer- 
tain books and portions of books one from another, and consequently 
an order of development, viz: Book of the Covenant, Deuteronomy, 
Ezekiel, Leviticus, xvii-xxvi, Sacredotal code. Horst questions thi» 
order and gives his reasons for questioning it. One cannot but ask if an 
order of development in which essential steps may be transposed, does not 
lack the main character of such an order. Horst has ill served the school 
with which he is identified in another respect. If, as he claims to have 
shown, Ezekiel, in his code of the future so thoroughly changed, and 
even annulled, precepts which he had twenty-five years before given ta 
the people as Mosaic, how can we, as is done for the sake of crowding 
the Elohist into the latter part of the exile or even a later period, con- 
clude from a disagreement between Ezekiel and the Pentateuch, that the 
prophet was not acquainted with it, at least as a body of Mosaic ordi- 
nances ? 



